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Responses to Comment Set 28 
28-1 The depth of existing pipelines through the Peyton Slough would not be affected by the 

proposed project, which does not include a proposal to alter any other existing pipeline.  The 
Final EIR includes revisions to clarify that the pipeline crossing of Peyton Slough shown as the 
Existing ROW Alternative could occur by either HDD or trenching construction techniques, 
and it includes a description of potential impacts which might result (see Section 4, revisions to 
Section D.4.4.1, page D.4-84, along with changes to Section D.4.3.6, Biological Resources, 
page D.4-71 and changes to Section D.6, Environmental Contamination and Hazardous 
Materials, related to Mitigation Measure EC-1b).  Should trenching be utilized, the Final EIR 
concludes that one or both of the existing pipelines could be lowered or removed during the 
trenching operation with no additional significant environmental effects.  Similarly the proposed 
project would not modify any of the culverts that run below the Union Pacific Railroad right-of-
way in the area.  As such, these existing conditions would continue with or without the project. 

28-2 Although construction disturbances could temporarily disrupt wildlife in the area, no change in 
long-term noise levels would occur with the project.  The effects of the temporary disruptions, 
including weed management, would be mitigated as described in the Draft EIR on pages D.4-57 
and -58, under Impact BW-4: Wildlife Disturbance from Increased Human Presence. 

28-3 Flow restrictions in the Peyton Slough that are caused by existing conditions would not be 
adversely affected or otherwise changed by the proposed project.  Because these existing 
conditions would continue with or without the project, the Draft EIR does not recommend 
mitigation in the form of compensation to the Mt. View Sanitary District.   
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Responses to Comment Set 29 
29-1 Table A-1 (Permits Required) on page A-1 of the Draft EIR notes that the proposed pipeline 

would travel through Sanitary District property and that a discretionary easement would be 
required from the district. The description of the proposed route in Section B has been revised 
to clarify that the CCCSD manages the property (see Section 4, changes to Section B.3.1.1).  
Table D.9-3 of the Draft EIR has also been revised (see Section 4, changes to page D.9-3).  

29-2 In the area of the CCCSD property, following the Existing Pipeline ROW Alternative would 
increase the risk of accidentally damaging existing infrastructure because of the high number of 
pipelines already buried below Solano Way (see discussion of Impact S-1.2: Severance of Third 
Party Substructures During Construction on page D.2-26 of the Draft EIR and Impact US-1: 
Service Disruption During Construction on page D.11-7 of the Draft EIR).  Following the 
alignment of the Proposed Project in this area would minimize these potential impacts. 

Within the CCCSD property, following the route recommended by the Sanitary District around 
the former “Lagiss” property in the current buffer zone was considered by CSLC staff.  The 
CSLC consulted with Sanitary District staff and SFPP and found that following the route 
recommended by the Sanitary District could cause temporary closure of an internal access road 
and disruption of a drainage channel adjacent to that road.  CSLC staff believes these to be 
impacts that could be avoided with the alignment of the Proposed Project.  Following the 
alignment of the Proposed Project in this area would minimize these potential impacts and 
collocate the project pipeline with other existing petroleum product pipelines that presently 
traverse the “Lagiss” property. 

29-3 Mitigation Measure US-1a (Protection of Underground Utilities) on page D.11-8 of the Draft 
EIR (with revisions shown in Section 4, under changes to page D.11-8) is intended for the 
protection of existing underground utilities and would require coordination to reduce potential 
utility service disruption impacts to all agencies with potentially affected utilities (including the 
CCCSD wastewater pipelines on Waterbird Way) by the proposed project to a less than 
significant level.   

29-4 Table D.11-1 has been revised in this Final EIR to reflect the suggested additions made in the 
comment (see Section 4, changes to page D.11-2).   

 


